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CURRENT TOPICS. 


On Wenpyespay tast Mr. Justice Currry, the Vacation Judge, 
sat in court until after 6.30 p.m. The end of the cause list bar 
by that time, reached. Many matters, however, stood over, bu 
there were more ex parte applications than usual. His lordship 
stated his intention of sitting in court on Wednesday, the 8th, and 
Wednesday, the 15th inst. ; 





Tr 1s unperstoop that during the last fortnight the orders 
passed by the Vacation Registrar in Chancery, of the class made on 
summonses at chambers, have almost equalled in number the whole 
of those passed during the previous part of the vacation. It may, 
therefore, be concluded that the work in the vacation chambers of 
the Chancery Division has not followed its natural order by 
decreasing in quantity as the vacaticn has progressed. Still, the 
opinion of the officials best qualified to judge seems to be that the 
work of the offices during the present vacation has, on the whole, 
been exceptionally light. 





Oye restr of the change in the date for the commencement of 
the sittings has probably not been foreseen by the authors of that 
change. Formerly the offices of the Supreme Court opened on the 
25th of October, but the courts did not commence to sit until the 
2nd of November. The effect of this was to enable the regis- 
trars of the Chancery Division, during the days before the com- 
mencement of the sittings, to clear up, without interruption, any 
orders, standing over from the previous sittings, which solicitors 
might bring into the office. Under the new peo al the courts and 
offices open on the same day ; on that day each registrar begins to 
sit in court on three days in the week; and on these days no 
appointments can be given. The result will be that the clearing 
up of the arrears from the previous sittings will necessarily be 
delayed, to the inconvenience of solicitors and suitors. 





Tae arprorntmENt which has been announced to the important 
county court judgeship of Birmingham is noteworthy in several 
respects. Mr. Caters is a comparatively young man, and, until 
his appointment this year as counsel to the Board of Trade in 
bankruptey proceedings, he was little known in the courts. His 
| mame, however, is familiar to the profession as one of the editors 
_ of Wilson’s Judicature Acts, and as the author of annotated 
editions of the Indian Negotiable Instruments Act, the Bills of 
' Exchange Act, 1882 (which was drafted by him), and the 
| Bankruptcy Act, 1888. It is less generally known that he 
| took part in the drafting of that portion of the new Rules of Court 
_ which consists of procedure rules substituted for the provisions of 
| the Common Law Procedure Act, and that, from the assistance 
_ which he is understood to have rendered in the conduct of one of 
| the most varied and important practices at the common law bar, 
_ he must have acquired considerable practical experience. If he 
| had been, in the first instance, appointed to one of the less 
' important county court districts, little doubt need have been 
' felt as to his success. The acquirement of a high judicial reputa- 
' fion is, however, a more difficult matter among the large body of 
lever and experienced practitioners at Birmingham; still, Mr. 

is a man of great acuteness and industry, and we shall 


not be om gar to hear that he has attained distinction even in 
that difficult position. 





|. Tar Monicrpat Exzcrrons (Corrupt and Illegal Prechigns). Ach, 
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(1884, which came into operation on Wednesday last, and will 
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course be applicable.to the forthcoming 
remarkable as from the. 
tion by reference. What was intended was. 
parliamentary corrupt practices to 
the different subject-matter w: Y 
have been to produce an Act of some tio 
in the first five, the necessary variations, in i 
the provisions of the parliamentary law l ly, 
practicable, f the ee i ileead ;.we have iY ted the 
tition of the Corrupt e Practices 4 y 
cae being pS npg identical, a i than 
verbally different. The principal exception is to be “aoe in 
section 5, which regulates election expenses, fixing at 
trifling sum of £25, “and if the number of the elec’ 
borough or ward exceeds 500, an additional, 
for each elector above the first 500 electors,” and | 
section 3) prescribes a peculiar reduction in the case of 
candidature. It.is very material to point out that, by section 
and schedule 1, the Act is applied to elections of | 
improvement commissioners, : i 
boards, and that the same section ap 
machinery of municipal election peti r 
the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882. . Here there is a 
corporation by reference, and Part IV. of the Act of 1882, “‘as_ 
amended,” will have to be carefully studied by the managers of, 
and candidates at, such elections. ing, we cann 
help thinking that the provisions of the Act 
little undue and unexpected hardship on candidates for corporate 
offices. An instance of this may be found in section 21, which 
contains elaborate provisions for each candidate, within twenty- 
eight days of being elected, sending in to. the town clerk ‘‘a 


return of all expenses ineeraee by such can pepe.se 


account of, or in respect of, 
election, vouched (except in of 
bills stating the particulars and and 

declaration by the candidate made before a oe.” 
twenty-eight days, until such and is 
candidate may not sit or vote i forfeiting 
every day on which he so sits or yotes to any person who 


for the same.” 


he . 





Tue Licensmye Acts are proverbially full of difficulties, and we 
are not pple Ut the Home Secretary having declined to grapple 
with the two difficulties in connection with occasional licénees 
“submitted to him” as described by our correspondent “H. 
whose letter we print elsewhere. The points of law are—{1) 
one justice of the peace grant an occasional licence after guch 
licence has been re by. one of his brethren? and (2) Ta: 
justice who merely signs warrants and summonses a ,justic 
‘usually acting at petty sessions” ? The answer, if answé 
be, is to be found by carefully considering the effect of 25 Vict. o. 
22,8. 13. By this section “it shall be lawful for the Comm 
ers of Inland Revenue, whenever they shall consider it condu 
to public convenience, comfort, and order, and with the consen 
writing of two justices of the “two” was altered to “one” 
by 26 & 27 Vict. c. 33, s. 20 | y 4 the petty 
for the petty sessional division within w: place of 
situate, to authorize any officer of the Excise to grant to any 
who shall be” a panera 250 within meani 
Licensing Acts ‘‘ an ional licence;” &c. : 
‘«H.,” the occasional licence, ‘of; to more correctly, 
sents in writing, had been refused by a belich fo 
re was wate be same 

en), given by a gentleman ‘‘ not usually si 
but who is in the habit of signing warrants and _ 
to the first point (in conneétion with which : 
the refusitig justices were three more than the law requires) we 
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cannot think that the principle of res judicata would apply, for we 
think that that principle only applies where there are two parties 
in the strict sense of the term. No person, we imagine, would 
have a locus standi to oppose the grant of an occasional licence, the 
management of which appears to be left entirely to the combined 
discretion of the justice and the Inland Revenue, without obliga- 
tion to hear evidence. An analogous case may be found in the 
undoubted fact that one justice may be applied to for a committal for 
an indictable offence, although another may have declined to commit. 
Upon the second point we have much more doubt, but we incline 
- to the opinion that the licence was granted without jurisdiction. 
The signing of warrants and summonses may be, and often is, 
done out of sessions, so that a merely warrant-signing justice and 
a justice acting at petty sessions may well be, in contemplation of 
law, different personages. The intention of the Legislature 
to have been to secure that the consent, if given, should be 
given by a justice having, or at least likely to have, practical 
experience of licensing matters and licensed persons—a justice, 
say, who may happen to have been a party to the conviction of 
the applicant. The word “usually,” of course, introduces a great 
practical difficulty, which, however, does not appear to have 
occurred in “‘ H.’s’’ case, as in that the justice of the peace is 
assumed not to have usually acted, except constructively, as 
described. But we will not venture to suggest how many— 
whether four, six, or ten—sittings in the year will turn a justice 
“¥ et simple into a justice “usually acting at petty sessions.” 
, however, the licence should have been granted without juris- 
diction, the party holding and selling intoxicating liquor under it 
could not be proceeded against for sale without licence. Thus 
much has been decided in Stevens v. Emson (L. R. 1 Ex. D. 100), 
in which it was taken asa fact that the justice granting the occa- 
sional licence did not usually act, although, if the want of juris- 
diction had been known to the licence-holder, the decision might 
have been otherwise : see per Crzassy, B. (Jb.). 





Ir appears, from the notice which was last February inserted in 
the London Gazette, and the letter which has be2n recently ad- 
dressed to the town clerks throughout England from the Board of 
Green Cloth, that the provision of section 106 of the Patents Act, 
1883, which imposes a penalty on any person who, without due 
authority, uses, ‘in connection with any business, the Royal arms, 
in a@ manner as to be calculated to lead other persons to 
believe that he is carrying on his business by or under” the 
authority of ‘‘Her Majesty or any of the Royal family, or of any 
Government Department,” is intended to be rigidly enforced ; and 
the result will probably be that the Royal arms will be taken down 
from over hundreds of shops throughout the country. It appears 
to us that this harassing of tradesmen who cannot produce an 
authority for using the Royal arms*‘is unjustifiable, for no one is, or 
could reasonably be, deceived by such use into believing that a shop- 
k ‘carries on his business by or under the authority of her 
Majesty or any of the Royal family, or any Government. 
department.” Everyone knows thatthe use of the Royal arms 
by a shopkeeper means nothing at all. The real object 
of the enactment was supposed to be to prevent patent agents 
from using the Royal arms on their offices and paper, so as 
to lead people to believe that their advice was given with the 
authority of a Government department ; and if employed for this 
purpose only the provision might have been valuable. But to 
attempt to extend its application to cases in which it is of no 
importance to anyone whether the arms are used or net is absurd. 





Tue vuncertaisty in which, as we mentioned last week, the 
report of Harvey v. Harvey in the Law Reports (L. R. 26 Ch. D. 
644) left the fate of the Sheriff of Kent, moved us to cause 
search to be made in the records of the Supreme Court in order 


cu ; suspended pending an appeal from the 
decision, which appeal the sheriff indented to ie. On further 
search we find that an appeal by the sheriff was duly set down ; 

it came on for hearing on the 30th of July it was 
stand over until after the Long Vacation. The reason 











for this, we learn from other sources, was that one of the learned (77 
Lords Justices raised a new point relating to the case, which rule 
counsel were not prepared to argue. We are happy to be relieved aoee 
from our fear that the sheriff has been spending his holiday in It y 
gaol, and we earnestly hope that the result of the appeal may be a re 
to save him from a residence in prison. sha 
pow 
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PAYMENT OF PURCHASE-MONEY TO whi 


TRUSTEES. . \ 





Tue well-known doctrine laid down by the majority of the Court.) on 
of Appeal in In re Bellamy and the Metropolitan Board of Works } - 
(31 W. R. 900, L. R. 24 Ch. D. 387), that a purchaser from / oi 
trustees cannot safely pay, and therefore is not bound to pay, his || ch 
purchase-money to their solicitor on his producing the conveyance eith 
duly executed by them, or even an express authority from them to en 
the solicitor to receive the purchase-money, has received an | 
important, but not unlooked-for, extension in Jn re Flower and the 
Metropolitan Board of Works (32 W. R. 1011). It is now held 
by Mr. Justice Kay that a purchaser from co-trustees cannot safely |}} 
pay, and therefore is not bound to pay, his purchase-money to one | 
co-trustee on a written authority from the other co-trustees. ¥ Wi 
This decision is directly opposed to the dictum of Wood, V.C., in pee 
Webb v. Ledsam (1 K. & J., at p. 388), where he said, ‘‘I know ae 
of no authority for holding a man liable to pay over again purchase- ws 
money which he has paid to one of several trustees upon a receipt b 
signed by them all.” There is, however, so far as we know, no Mf 
reported case in which the point has been decided as between trus- dis 
tee vendors and their purchaser, and it is well known that Lord at 
St. Leonards advised that where all the trustees to whom pur- ve 
chase-money was payable could not be got together, the money sa 
should be paid into a bank, to their joint account, on their written ‘os 
authority. The decision of Mr. Justice Kay is, as we have said, ant 
not unanticipated, nor is it opposed to the practical recommenda. at 
tion which conveyancers have been in the habit of giving to their ‘si 
clients. The point to which we desire to draw attention is the the 
results which seem to flow from the reasoning adopted by Mr. for 
Justice Kay in the recent case. to 
The ground on which he based his decision, shortly stated, is Kg 
that, as a general rule, co-trustees are nof justified, as between cle 
themselves and their cestuis que trusts, in authorizing trust money the 
to be received by one of themselves. He regards the receipt of a 
the co-trustees, which, of course, must be produced by the one ices 
trustee before he can get payment of the purchase-money, as thi 
equivalent to a written authority given by his co-trustees to him lat 
to receive the purchase-money, and as making him their agent for be 
that purpose. But he says trustees ‘‘ have no right, as between eff 
themselves and the cestuis que trust, unless the circumstances are bu 
such as to make it imperatively necessary to do so, to authorize Py 
one of themselves to receive the trust money, and therefore the oy 
case of their authorizing one of themselves does not, for the purpose al 
of the decision in In re Bellamy, differ in the least degree from the la 
ease of all of them authorizing any other agent to receive the th 
money.” oe 


But if it is a breach of trust for trustees, by giving a receipt for 
trust-money, to authorize one of their number to receive it, what 
becomes of the doctrine relating to trustees joining in a receipt for 
conformity? Does it not follow that, in all cases in which 
co-trustees join in giving a receipt for money, they must each be 
responsible for the money, whether they have actually received it 
or not? That was the rule laid down in Townley v. Sherborne 
(Bridg. 35), and which Lord Cowper described in Fellows v. 
Mitchell (2 Vern. 516) as contrary to natural justice. The rule 
established by later cases is that a trustee who joins in a receipt 
for conformity, but without receiving, is not accountable for an 
immediate mis-application by the trustee who receives. In other 
words, co-trustees may safely allow one of their number to receive 
trust-money, but must not allow him to retain it. Thus, it is laid 
down by Lord Eldon in Brice v. Stokes (11 Ves., at p. 324), that 
** where trustees join in a receipt, primd facie all are to be con- 
sidered as having received the money. But it is competent tos 
trustee—and if he means to exonerate himself from that inference 
it is necessary for him—to show that the money, acknowledged to 
have been received by all, was in fact received by one, and the 
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other only joined for conformity.” And in Chambers v, Minchia 
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(7 Ves., at p. 197) the same judge explained the reasons for the 
rule as follows :—‘‘I have looked into all the cases. Executors 
were, by the old law, contradistinguished from trustees thus far. 
It was laid down as a general rule that where executors joined in 
a receipt, both having the whole power over the fund, both were 
chargeable; where trustees joined, each not having the whole 
power, and the joining being necessary, only the person receiving 
the money was by the general rule chargeable.” The rule has 
been established, as regards trustees, by a host of other authorities, 
which will be found stated in Lewin on Trusts, 7th ed., p. 242. 
We do not see how it is possible to reconcile the grounds on 


_ which Mr. Justice Kay based his decision in Jn re Flower with the 


maintenance of this rule. If those grounds are to be taken as a 
correct statement of the law, no trustee can safely sign a receipt 
for trust-money to be received by his co-trustee. Every payment of 
trust-money, whether income or capital, will have to be made 
either in presence of ali the truste2s, or into a bank to their joint 
account, 








COVENANT TO PAY TAXES. 
III. 


We saw last week that a covenant by a tenant to pay assessments 
and imposttions, unaccompanied by more specific words, would not 
include extraordinary charges imposed by the Legislature on the 
Jandlord. "What would be the effect, in this respect, of a covenant 
by a tenant to pay assessments and impositions assessed or imposed 
on landlord or tenant apparently remains to be decided. The 
observation of Willes, J., in Thompson v. Lapworth (L. R. 3 C.P., 
at p. 159), that the covenant in Zidswell v. Whitworth (15 W. R. 
427, L. R. 2 C. P. 326; see ante, p. 787) “‘did not contain the 
language which this covenant contains—viz., duties and assess- 
ments assessed or imposed on the landlord in respect of the 
premises,” cannot be taken as an expression of opinion that if the 
latter words had been contained in the covenant by the tenant in Tids- 
well v. Whitworth, to pay rates, taxes, assessments, and impositions, 
the tenant would haye been bound to pay the extraordinary charge 
for paving, &c.; for he adds immediately afterwards, ‘‘ I only refer 
to that to show that I had not overlooked it.” If the words 
“assessments and impositions” are associated with other words 
clearly referring to ordinary rates and taxes, it would seem, from 
the observations of Keating, J., in Tidswell v. Whitworth (quoted 
ante, p. 787), that even an express reference in the covenant to 
assessments and impositions on the landlord would not suffice to 
throw on the tenant duties imposed by the Legislature on the 
landlord. That the construction indicated by Keating, J., would 
be adopted appears probable from the early cases relating to the 
effect of the words ‘‘assessments and impositions” as regards 
burdens, such as the repair of party-walls, not imposed by Act of 
Parliament. In Southall v. Leadbitter (3 T. R. 458), a tenant 
covenanted to pay, at all times during the term, the land tax and 
all other taxes, rates, assessments, and impositions whatever already 
laid, assessed, or imposed upon the said premises, or any part 
thereof, or upon the said [landlord], his heirs or assigns, in 
respect thereof, by authority of Parliament or otherwise howso- 
ever. It was contended that the expense of relmilding a party- 
wall was an “imposition” within the meaning of the above-men- 
tioned covenant. But the court held that it was not; the reason 
given by Lord Kenyon (see p. 461) being that the covenant only 
extended to “the land tax and all other taxes ejusdem generis ; 
but this is not a tax.’’ In the subsequent case of Rarrett v. 
Bedford (8 T. R. 602), Lord Kenyon expressed an opinion (see p. 
605) that a covenant by a tenant to pay “taxes, rates, duties, 
assessments, and impositions, whether parliamentary or hial,” 
would not extend to the expense of building a party-wall; but, on 
the ground that the covenant by the tenant went on to say, “it 
being the intent of these presents that the” landlord should 
receive the rent ‘‘ without any deduction, defalcation, or allowance 
out of the same on any account whatsoever,” the court held that the 
expense must be borne by the tenant. We shall consider hereafter 
the effect which has been given to provisions for the payment of 
nt without any deduction, but it should be observed that the 
presence in the covenant in “ v. the word 
“duties” would probably, at the: t day, render 
liable to pay the expense of visite 2 party-wall. 


the tenant | i 





We may add, before leaving the question of the construction 
given to the word “assessments,” that in aoreg *: Neale (19 
W. R. 700, L. R. 6. C. P. 240; referred to before under the head of 
‘Taxes ”’) a covenant by a tenant to pay all taxes and assessments 
whatsoever for or in respect of the said demised premises. or 
any part thereof, which should be taxed, charged, or assessed on 
the said demised premises, or os any esa < on the lent: 
lord in respect thereof, save except t taz, property 
tax, and land tax, be held not to include tithe val dean 
Bovyill, C.J., rests his decision mainly on the ground of the 
exemption from the covenant—a subject we shall hereafter have to 
consider ; but Montague Smith and JJ., hold distinctly that 
tithe rent-charge is not within the ordinary meaning of the words 
‘taxes or Pap ig aay io kai 

Covenant to harges.—The wo , unaccom- 
panied with ate expressly extending the meaning to charges 
imposed on the landlord in respect of the demised premises, has not 
received much judicial interpretation. In wood v. Wilson 
(22 W. R. 919), however, an agreement by a tenant to pay rent 
without any deduction in respect of any taxes, rates, assessments, 
or charges whatsoever, the landlord’s tax only excepted, 
was held to include tithe rent-charge. court are stated to have 
expressly held that the word “charges” included tithe rent- 
charge. . 

Ttis tolerably clear, however, that where the tenant’s covenant 
contains no reference to charges imposed on the landlord, the word 
“ charges”’ will not include extraordi expenses occasioned by 
the performance or non-performance of a duty imposed on the 
landlord by Act of Parliament. Thus, in Rawlins v. Briggs (27 
W. R. 188, L. R. 3 C. P. D. 368), a tenant covenanted to pay 
all and all manner of taxes, rates, charges, assessments and imposi- 
tions whatsoever, then or at any time or times during the term to be 
charged, assessed, or imposed on the premises thereby demised, or in 
respect thereof, or of the said rent as aforesaid, by authority of 
Parliament or otherwise howsoever; and it was held that the 
word “charges” did not include the cost of drainage works which 
the landlord was required by the sanitary authority to execute under 
the Public Health Act, 1875. ‘‘ It is obvious,” said Lindley, L.J., 
‘that that alone is made a charge upon the premises which is ex- 
pended by the landlord in thereof. In what sense is the 
money which the plaintiff [the landlord] has expended a sum = 
in respect of a charge or assessment imposed on the premises ? 
several sections of the Public Health Act, 1875, which have been 
referred to—sections 94, 98, 104, 207—throw upon the landlord the 
duty of removing a nuisance arising from the want or defective 
construction of any structural convenience. The cost of that 
which is done in the performance of his duty cannot become a 
charge upon the tenant without express covenant.” The same 
principle is to be found laid down in Bird v. Elwes (16 W. R. 
1120, L. R. 8 Ex. 225), where a landlord agreed with his tenant 
to pay all rates, taxes, and other charges payable in respect of 
the premises during the t This agreement by the land- 
lord was held not to include the cost of removing a nuisance 
caused by an accumulation of mud in an ornamental water, which 
the tenant had been required to clear out, under the Nuisances 
Removal Act, 1855. That Act empowers justices, on complaint 
by the local authority, to summon “the person by whose act, 
default, permission, or sufferance, the nuisance arises or continues, 
or, if such person cannot be found, the owner or occupier of the 
premises in which such nuisance arises,” and if, on inquiry, the 
existence of the nuisance is proved, to make an order on “‘ such 
person, owner, or occupier for the abatement of the nuisance. 
The burden, it will be observed, is here primarily im on the 
person by whose act, &c., the nuisance arises or continues. The 
court held that the nuisance in question did not arise by the act 
or default of the erie Nain the _ 3 : at the agreemen’ “— 
by the landlord to _ in respect of the Y 
ete os to be insufficient to shift from the tenant ‘the duty im- 
posed on him by the statute. 

But where be sete by a tenant expressly extends to charges 
charged ‘‘on the landlord in respect of the or “on 
any person in respect of the premises,” the word “charges, 
even though ae Benes hen 4 words ae res to 
annual payments, wi ce throw on tenant expenses 
seven by a local authority, on default by the landlord in 


performance of a duty imposed on him by Act of Parliament. 
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Thus, in Hartley v. Hudson (L. R. 4 C. P. D. 867), a 
' tenant covenanted to pay all rates, taxes, charges, and assegs- 

ments whatsoever which now are, or may be, charged or assessed 
upon the said premises, or any part thereof, or upon any 
person or persons in respect thereof, except as aforesaid— 
4.¢.,. except land tax and property tax. It was held that the 

nant was bound to pay the expenses of street sewering and 
paving which the local authority had done on default of the land- 
ord’s complying with a notice to do them, given under the Public 
Health Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 63), the provisions of which, 
and of the Local Government Act, 1858, as regards the matter in 
uestion, were identical with those of the Public Health Act, 
875. Lindley, J., said that the expenses were both a charge 
“(on the premises,”’ and also a charge “in respect of the pre- 
mises’’; and the distinction he draws between these terms is as 
follows :—-He interprets the former expression as meaning a charge 
“binding on the realty,” and the latter as meaning “‘a mere 
personal liability for expenses incurred in respect of the 
premises.” As the Local Government Act, 1858, s. 62 
(now represented by section 257 of the Public Health Act, 
1875), made expenses incurred by a local authority 


for the repayment of which the owner was made liable, 


** charge on the premises in respect of which they were incurred,” 
the expenses which were the subject of dispute in Hartley v. 
Hudson were clearly ‘“‘a charge on the premises”; and as the 
Public Health Act, 1848, cast upon the landlord the duty to pave, 
&e., and he neglected to perform that duty, and in consequence 
expense was incurred by the local authority, such expense became 
chargeable by the authority to the landlord, and was so chargeable 
‘im respect of” the demised premises. The distinction thus 
drawn between the effect of the expressions “on” and ‘in respect 
of” was also adopted by Hawkins, J., in Direct Spanish Telegraph 
Co. ¥. Shepherd (32 W. R. 717, ante, -p. 787); and it is one of 
which the framers of covenants to pay taxes appear to be too often 
oblivious. 








LEGISLATION. OF THE YEAR. 


LICENSING. 
47 & 48 Vicor. c. 29.—An Act To EXTEND SECTION FoRTY-ONE OF 
THE LicensineG Act, 1872. [28th July, 1884.] 

It is provided by the 41st section of the Licensing Act, 1872, 
amending the 5th section of 5 & 6 Vict. c. 44, that justices in petty 
session may, in cases where, upon an a: plication for the ‘‘ grant” of a 
licence, it is found that the existing licence is wilfully withheld by 
the , Peceive a copy, and deal with it in the same way as they 
are ized to deal with the original document. The present Act 
merely éxtends the powers of section 41 of the Act of 1872 to cases 
of applications for transfer—an amendment obviously required if, as 
seems most likely, though the point is doubtful, the word “grant” 
could not be held to include “‘ transfer,” as well as renewal, which is 
obviously intended by the word. 





MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 


‘47 & 48 Vicr. c. 68.—AN Acr TO AMEND THE MATRIMONIAL 
Causes Acts, [14th August, 1884.] 


The ipigment of Sir James Hannen in Weldon v. Weldon (32 W. R. 
231, L.R. 9 P. D. 42) has been quickly and aptly followed by thisstatute 
whieh, bearing the short title of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1884, 
abolishes once for all the absurd process of attachment as a punishment 
for non-compliance with a decree for “‘ restitution of conjugal rights.” 
The action for restitution, however, itself, so far from being abolished, 
is placed on a firmer footing, and rendered a far more effective 
weapon than before, by substituting for attachment an order for pay- 
ment of money. This is done by four sections. Firstly, it is pro- 
vided (section 2) that if a wife sues for restitution, the court may, in 
event of the decree not being complied with, make an order for 
ayment of money to the petitioner, “and such order may 

f in the same manner as an order for alimony in a suit for 
judicial separation ;” and, further, that the payments ordered to be 
made may be secured by deed drawn up by conveyancing counsel of 
the court. Secondly, if the husband be the petitioner, the Act pro- 
vides (section 3) that the court may order a settlement to be of 
8 , or even of her earnings, “for the benefit of the 


- 
* 


jouer, of the children of the marriage, or either or any of 
b,” or ma orier periodical payments to be made to the husband 
Gites pathos: is next enacted (section 4) that orders under 


z 








the Act may be Varied or suspended from time to time; and, lastly 
(section 5), that if the respondent fail to comply with a decree for 
restitution, ‘‘ such respondent shall be deemed to have been guilty of 
desertion without reasonable cause, and a suit for judicial separation 
may be forthwith instituted, and a decree for judicial separation may 
be pronounced, although the period of two years may not have 
elapsed since the failure to comply with the decree for restitution.” 
It is now, therefore, the law of England that neither party to the 
marriage contract can compel cohabitation, but that if the one party 
merely elect to live in a separate residence, the other may enforce a 
separation. The Act, we presume, will be known as “ Mrs. Weldon’s 
Act.” 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE LATE MR. T. W. PRIDMORE. 
[Yo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I must again trespass on your valuable oe to call the 
attention of the profession to the loss sustained by them by reason of 
the death of the late Mr. T. W. Pridmore, the ae clerk of 
Mr. Taxing Master Bloxam, which took place suddenly at Ventnor 
on Sunday last. He had been ordered to Madeira for his health, 
but had found it advisable to proceed to Ventnor to fortify himself 
for the journey. That journey, alas! has been changed for another 
to ‘‘that undiscovered country, from whose bourne no traveller 
returns.” : 

He was a most painstaking and energetic public servant, a true 
man, and a thorough man of business, impatient of everything 
unbusinesslike ; this impatience, owing to his failing health, made 
him often appear brusque to members of the profession; but he 
carried “‘ anger as the fiint bears fire, which, much enforced, shows a 
hasty spark, and straight is-cold again.” 

He was the author of ‘“‘A Guide to the Preparation of Bills of 
— ” (Waterlow & Sons, Limited), which has seen its seventh 

ition. ’ 

There can be little doubt that the arduous duties of his office; this 
work his labour of love and pastime, and the never-ceasing worry 
which now attaches to the work of all those who hold public offices, 
helped to bring on the loss which we now deplore. 

. Taxing ter Bloxam has lost a most valuable assistant, and 
it will not be to fill his place. 

I think it right to bear this public testimony to the worth of Mr. 
T. W. Pridmore, so well known to solicitors practising in the Chancery 
Division ; and shall feel obliged by your finding space for it. 

Upper Holloway, Oct. 1. pom RAWLINSON. 





OCCASIONAL LICENCES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—A case has lately occurred in this borough, a statement of 
which may be of interest both to magistrates and licensed victuallers. 
At petty sessions, held on the 8th ult., present, the mayor and three 
other magistrates, application was made for an occasional licence to 
sell spirits, wine, beer, &c., at a féte about’ to be held on the following 
Saturday. The bench unanimously declined to t it. Another 

istrate, not usually sitting at petty sessions, but who is in the 
habit of signing warrants and summonses, later on the same day, 
after having taken legal advice, considered that by the Act 25 & 26 
Vict, c. 22, s. 13, he was authorized to sign it, and he did so. 
The words of the Act are that a single magistrate may sign such 
licences if he be a “‘ justice of the peace usually acting at petty 
sessions.” . 

The case was referred to the Home Secretary for his opinion 
upon the followin ints:—(1) Whether a single magistrate 
could legally grant the licence after it had been ref by the bench. 
(2) Whether habitually signing warrants, &c., could be construed 
into ‘ usually acting at petty sessions.” The reply is, ‘‘ that he must 
era to express an opinion upon the points of law submitted to 


Will you favour me with your opinion ? . H. 
Ipswich, Oct. 1. 


‘ (Bee observations under the head of ‘‘ Current Topics.’”’—ED. 








The London Gazette announces that letters 2 my have been peseet 
a nl 


under the Great Seal, ting the ity ht of the 
ingdom to William oer Pebeee nea, O, Justice of the 
High Court of Judicature for the North”. Welton Provinces of Thdia, 
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OBITUARY. 


MR, E. THURSTAN HOLLAND. 


We have to record, with deep regret, the loss of Mr. E. Thurstan 
Holland, of the Chancery Bar, who died suddenly of disease of the 
heart last Saturday at Wimbledon, while on his L> ae a large 
political meeting at which he had undertaken to the chair. 
Mr. Holland was the eldest son of the late Mr. Edward Holland, of 
Dumbleton, Gloucestershire, the well-known agriculturalist, and M.P. 
for Evesham. Educated at Eton and Trinity College, Cambridge, 
Mr. E. T. Holland was called to the bar in 1861, and worked his way to 
a very good practice in conveyancing and equity. He brought to his 
work the powers of a sound and well-read lawyer, and of a man of 
strong and solid judgment, conscientious, pai ing, accurate. 
His opinion was apt to be right and his draft complete. His 
reputation steadily rose, and last year he was elected a member of 
the Bar Committee. 

Outside his profession he cultivated a taste for art, and was an 
ardent and active, though not a noisy, Liberal politician, winning 
especially the confidence of the Radical bow ea. men of his own 
neighbourhood. More than this, from his boyhood to the close of his 
life—at the age of forty-eight—he earned the confidence and esteem 
of his comrades and friends by a remarkable integrity and directness 
of character and an unfailing courtesy. Somewhat reserved, and 
even phlegmatic, in temperament, he showed to those who knew him 
well a most affectionate disposition. He was singularly free from 
selfish faults, such as ambition, egotism, vanity; a gentleman in 
the best sense, dutiful, reverent, loving, deeply and unobtrusively 
religious. It is said that able men are listened to, but men of 
character are followed ; and it is in such men as Mr. Holland that the 
strength of educated society consists. 

Mr. Holland married the eldest daughter of the late Rev. W. 
Gaskell, of Manchester, and of his wife, the celebrated novelist ; and 
he has left a widow and three children. 





MR. THOMAS WYATT GUNNING. 


Mr. Thomas Wyatt Gunning, barrister, died at Ventnor on the 14th 
ult. He had gone to this place, his favourite resort, immediately after 
the rising of the courts, to spend a part of the Long Vacation there with his 
family. A few days afterwards he was seized wn are, which deprived 
him of speech, and from this attack he never‘rallied. He was ed to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in January, 1836. He was for many years one 
of the staff of reporters to the Law Journal in the Court of Chancery. On 
the foundation of the Law Reports in 1865 he was — one of the re- 
porters for that publication in the court of Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, 
and he held the same office in the courts (successively) of Vice-Chancel- 
lor Malins, Mr. Justice Kay, and Mr. Justice Pearson. He continued in 
the active discharge of his duties until the close of the sittings in August 
last. He had also, for some years, supplied the reports from the same 
courts to the Times newspaper, and from all the chancery courts to the 
Observer. His face and figure were very familiar to those who frequent 
the courts of equity. He was endowed with a kindness of disposition and 
a geniality of manner which endeared him to all his proféssional brethren. 
To his co-reporters he was ever ready to render the most kind and 
generous assistance, and by them, above all, his loss will be greatly felt. In 
addition to his legal attainments he was well known in private life as an 
accomplished musician. : 








A writer in the World thus describes Mr. Poland :—* Mr. Poland is de 
facto Procureur-Général for the Home Counties. He is no orator, and, to 
do him justice, never pretended to the gift. You seldom see him retained 
for the defence, unless there is some — point of criminal law involved 
and there are heavy interests at stake. Mr. Poland’s genius is that of a 
prosecutor, and were our police system properly organized he would be at 
the head of a public department, as in effect he is. He goes to work as 
if he were integrating a differential equation. He masters every fact. 
He pieces all the facts together. No detail, however trivial, no date, 
however apparently unimportant, escapes his scrutiny. His opening 
speeches are terrible in their minuteness and in the way in which they 
bring conviction home. Not a point is passed over. In cases of t 
importance he enters all the facts for his own guidance in a blank > 
so that he can trace all the movements and doings. of the accused abso- 
lutely from hour to hour, and is so able to make use of them with the 
most telling effect. His statement for the ution, if you will take 
the trouble to follow it step by step, reads almost as if it were a confession 
on the part of the prisoner . And one of the most singular 
in this methodical manner of doing his work is that it makes him abso- 
lutely indifferent as to its result, While the jury were over 
the fate of O’Donnell, the murderer of Carey the informer, a frien 
was much interested in the trial, and was excited as to its result, asked 
Mr, Poland what he thought the jury would do, ‘ Heaven knows, 
the answer, ‘ I have done all I can do. It rests with them now. 
only waiting to take the verdict.’ In private life Mr. Poland is extreme] 
genial, and kind almost to tender-heartedness. As he never 
to a junior, there is no more ular man at the bar. Eyen those who. 
suffer ‘at his hands—the criminal tlasses—bear him -will 
or malice. Can hoo 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


CASE BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 
Practice—Rgcgiver—Remungration—Proressionat Szervices.—In the 


to the applicant as costs incurred in his capacity of receiver. The order, 

therefore, could not be disturbed, and the Mpplicant must pay the whole 

balance as directed by the order. 8 order would be t pen 
ee 


to any question as to the t’s claim.—CounsgL, Ma , and 
Brett ; Vernon R. Smith, OLICITORS, Crossman, , for 
Kidson, McKenzies, § Kidson, Sunderland ; » Snow, § Bloxam. 





CASES IN BANKRUPTCY. 
SaLForD Bankruptcy Court. 
(Before Judge J. A. RussEtn, Q.C.) 
Sept. 26.—Re Collinson. 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 28 (6). 

This was an application for the discharge of the debtor, Richard Collin- 
son, coal merchant and estate and insurance agent. The official receiver 
(Mr. Dibb) in his report stated that the bankrupt admitted that he had 
continued to trade after knowing himself to be lvent—viz., since the 
Jolguant, tconghs on Mis besktepstg'an' pais by ving. to Simitied 

udgment, brought on as i ry 
im, beyond his means. The de hell beecy—with ‘the exception of 
about £115, but which was subsequently withdrawn from the business— 
trading entirely on borrowed capital, amounting in the to £825, 
of which £150 was borrowed from a Mr. Baker, 5 from the 
debtor’s brother. Mr. Baker’s loan was repaid some time since, and, from 
time to time, £410 had been repaid towards the brother’s loan, leaving 
£265 still owing. The official receiver submitted that the order of dis- 
charge should only be granted on consideration that the debtor agreed to 
pay to his creditors, out of his future earnings, a sum of £300, the amount 
of his admitted unwarrantable —— in such instalments and at 
such times as the court should reasonable. The debtor in. the 
month of April last endeavoured to make a private arrangement with his 
tors. ’ 

His Honovr said he could scarcely make the order as suggested by the 
official receiver, because it was not clear that the debtor would be able to 
fulfil the terms of the order if made. 

The Official Receiver that his Honour.should make the order 
under section 28, sub- op 6, which provided that, “‘ The court may, 
as one of the conditions referred to in this uire the bankrupt 
to consent to judgment entered against him by the official receiver 
or trustee, for any balance of debts proveable under the bankruptcy which 
is not satisfied at the date of the dhecharge, but in such case execution 
shall not be issued on the judgment - 
which leave may be given on proof that the bankru 
a uired property or income available for 

ebts.’’ 

Rycroft, for the debtor, urged that as the debtor had already paid a 
— of 4s. 1ld. in the pound, he should be allowed to have his 

His Honour declined to accede to this suggestion, and ultimately the 
debtor consented to have judgment entered against him for £300. 





CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 
(Before Sir W. CoartEy, Common Serjeant.) 


Sept. 22.—Reg. v. Taylor. 
Bigamy—Misdescription in publication of banns—4 Geo. 4, c. 76, 
8. 22. 

George Taylor was indicted for bigamy at the Central Criminal Court. 
It was proved that he had gone through the ceremony of marriage with 
two women, both of whom were still living; but it appeared that at the 
time of the first marriage the prisoner was a minor, and that his father 
disapproved of apd ee marriage. The banns were duly published 
ebrated in the parish church of X., and the prisoner 
i the . In the publica- 
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W.N. M. Geary, for the defence, argued that the first marriage was 
void, under 4 Geo. 4, c. 76, s. 22, which enacts, ‘‘ That if any persons 
shall knowingly and wilfully intermarry in any other place than a church 
or such public chapel wherein banns may be lawfully published, unless by 

icence as aforesaid, or shall knowingly and wilfully intermarry 
without due publication of banns, cr licence from a person or persons 
having authority to grant the same first had and obtained, or shall 
knowingly and wilfully consent to or acquiesce in the solemnization of 
such marriage by any person not being in holy orders, the marriage of 
such persons shali be null and void to all intents and purposes whatsoever|;” 
and he contended that the misdescription which had been proved 
was sufficient to render the publication of the banns an undue publication 
within the meaning of the Act. He cited Tongue v. Allen (1 Cur. 38, 1 
Moore P. C. C. 90), Midgley v. Wood (30 L. J. P. & M. C. 57). 

Wilkinson, in reply, argued that the misdescription must be known to 
both parties at the time of the publication of the banns, otherwise the 
marriage is valid: Wiltshire v. Prince (3 Hag. Ecc. Rep. 332), Rer v. 
Inhabitants of Wroxton (4 B. & Ad. 640); and urged that in the present 
case it had not been proved that the wife was aware at the time of the 
prisoner’s name being wrongly published. 

Sir W. Cantey held that the misdescription in the publication of the 
banns was sufficient to constitute an undue publication of the banns; 
and directed the jury that if they should be of opinion that at the time 
of the publication of the banns both parties were aware of the misde- 
scription they must acquit the prisoner, but that if they thought that 
either party was at the time ignorant of the mispublication of the banns, 
then the first marriage was valid by law, and they must consider whether 
or not the prisoner had been proved to have contracted a second marriage 
while his first wife was still alive. 

Verdict—Guilty. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Anruur Hersvren Hastie, solicitor, of 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
and East Grinstead, has been appointed Clerk to the East Grinstead Local 
Board. Mr. Hastie is the son and partner of Mr. Arthur Hastie, clerk 
to the East Grinstead Burial Board and to the county magistrates. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1879. 

Mr. Tuomas Enciespy Rocers, barrister, has been appointed Chan- 
cellor of the Diocese of Bath and Wells. Mr. Rogers is the eldest son of 
Mr. Francis Rogers, of Yarlington House, Somersetshire, and was born 
in 1817.. He was educated at Corpus Christi College, Oxford, where he 
obtained a fellowship. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Michaelmas Term, 1846, and he formerly practised on the Western Cir- 
cuit: Mr. Rogers was appointed recorder of the city of Wells in 1872, 
and he is a magistrate and deputy-chairman of quarter sessions for Somer- 


Mr. Wriu1am Jesse Freer, solicitor (of the firm of Freer, Blunt, & 
Rowlatt), of Leicester, has been appointed Deputy-Constable of Leicester 
Castle, on the resignation of his er, Mr. William Napier Reeve, who 
is also clerk of the peace and clerk to the lieutenancy for Leicestershire. 
Mr. Freer was admitted a solicitor in 1875. He is deputy-clerk of the 
peace for the county. 

Mr. Francis Branor, of the Madras Civil Service, has been appointed 
aJ of the High Court of Judicature at Madras, in succession to Mr. 
John Robert Kindersley, resigned. 

Mr. Montacvz Jounstone Mure Mackenzie has been appointed one of 
the Revising Barristers for the county of Kent, in succession to Mr. Mac- 
kenzie Dalzell Chalmers, who has been appointed a judge of county 
courts. Mr. Mackenzie was educated at Brasenose College, Oxford, 
where he graduated first class in mathematics in 1870, and he was after- 
wards elected a fellow of Hertford College. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1873, and he practises on the South- 

Mr. Mackenzre Dauzett Cuatmers, barrister, has been appointed 
Judge of County Courts for Circuit No. 21 (Birmingham, Tamworth, and 
Atherstone), in succession to the late Mr. James Motteram, Q.C. Judge 
Chalmers is a graduate of Trinity College, Oxford. He was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1869, and he is a member of the 
South-Eastern Circuit. He was one of the revising barristers for the county 
of Kent, and he has acted as counsel to the Board of Trade in bankruptcy 
proceedings. 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 
Henry Wriciey and Hersert Jonnston Morecrort, solicitors, Old- 


ham. Sept. 24. [ Gazette, Sept. 26.] 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomnt Srock Compantes. 
In CHANCERY. 
Burpre, Frrrma, ann Furnisuixe Company, Loorep.—Petition for winding 
re wy grenseted Bees = directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, Oct 
Cooper and Walker, Birchin lane, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Sream Navication CoLiieRiEs, Lunrep.— Wills, J., has fixed 
Wednesday, Oct 8, at 11, at the chambers of Pearson, J., Royal Courts of 
Justice, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

Cnaen axp Co, LunaTep.—Petition for win up, presented 23, directed 
to heard before Bacon, V.C., on Oct 25. , New Kent rd, itary 





( Gazette, Sept. 26.) 











RRAZILIAN RAILWAYS CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, LimiTED.—Petition for wind- 


5 to be heard before Chitty, J., on Oct 8, 
an a st, solicitors for the tioner 

CuitzE GOLD Mintne Company, LontTep.—P on for winding up, presented 
Sept 29, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Oct 25. Ashurst and Co, Old 
Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner 

DUNSTARLE AND HovuGutTon REcGis Boor anp SHOE MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
Liuirep.—Petition for winding yp peeeented Sept 16, directed to be heard 
before Chitty, J., on Wednesday, 8. Colyer, Conduit st, solicitor for the 


etitioner 
yTRE THEATRE, LIMITED.—Petition for winding up, presented Sept 22, directed 
to be heard before Chitty, J., on Oct 8. Bolton and Mote, Gray’s inn sq, soli- 
citors for the itioners 
Royat ITALIAN OPERA, COVENT GARDEN, LIMITED.—Pearson, J., has by an order, 
ganas Aug 8, appointed Roderick Mackay, 3, Lothbury, provisional official 


UNITED TRaMwAYs (IRELAND) CORPORATION, LiiTED. — Wills, J., acting as 
Vacation Judge, has by an order, dated Sept 4, appointed William Lott Grim- 
wade, 32, Queen Victoria st, to be official liquidator : 

Gazette. Sept. 30.) 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. _ ames 
TYNESIDE PERMANENT BENEFIT BuILpING SocreTy.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Sept 24, directed to be heard before Pearson, J., on Oct 25. Nash and 
and Field, Queen st, agents for Pybus, Newcastle upon Tyne, solicitor for the 


tioners 
_ [ Gazette, Sept. 30.) 


ing up, presented . 29 
Bellamy 


Frrenpty Socretres Dissonvep. 
Court ForESTERS’ GLEE, Garston, Lancaster. Sept 19 
ND-IN-NEED Society, King’s Head Inn, bey! ee Isle of Wight. Sept 19 
LoyaL EARL DE GREY LODGE, George Inn, Silsoe, ‘ord. a = i aay 
| Gazetle, Sep *% 
Saenve FRIENDLY Socrety oF TRADESMEN, Four Alls Inn, Taunton, Somerset: 
it 25 
FRIENDLY Socrety, Robin Hood Inn, Norton in the Moors, Stafford. Sept 25 
NEw IMPROVED BIRMINGHAM BENEFIT SOCIETY, Gosset Arms, Gosset st, Bethnal 


Green. Sept 25 
(Gazette, Sept 30. } 
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BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Fray, t. 26, 1884. 
Webber, Edward, Great Winchester st, Wine Merchant. Sept 16 
THE BA} ‘ 








NKRUPTCY ACT, 1883 
Frmay, Sept. 26, 1884. 
RECEIVING ORD: 


G ERS. 

Aylen, James Richard, Portsmouth, Painter. Portsmouth. Pet Sept 22. Ord 
Sept 24. Exam Oct 13 

Baker, John, sen., Stafford, Coach Manufacturer. Stafford. Pet Sept22. Ord 
Sept 22. Oct 1 at 12 at Shirehall, Stafford 

Berry. Jonathan, West Grinstead, Sussex, Farmer. Brighton. Pet Sept 20. Ord 
Sept 22. Exam Oct 16 at 12 

Bri Thomas, Burscough Junction, Lancashire, Builder. Liverpool. Pet Sept 
24. Ord Sept 24. Exam Oct 6 at 11.30 

Tyldesley with Shackerley, Lancashire,Teaman. Bolton. Pet 

Sept 24. Ord Sept 24. Exam Oct 15 at 10.30 

Chapman, Robert, Corby, Lincolnshire, Auctioneer. Nottingham. Pet Sept 22. 
Ord Sept 22. Exam Oct 21 

Cudworth, Gamwell, Ossett, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Dewsbury. Pet Sept 23. 
Ord Sept 23. Exam Oct 21 

Everall, Thomas Peter, Broseley, Shropshire, Butcher. Madeley. Pet Sept 19. 
Ord Sept 23. Exam Oct 8. 

Fee, John, Sheffield, Electro Plate Manufacturer. Sheffield. Pet Sept 22. Ord 

+23. Exam Oct 16 at 11.30 

Fenton, Richard, Kingsland rd, Kingsland, Music Seller. igh Court. Pet 
Sept 23. Ord t 24. Exam Nov 7 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s imn fields 

Gravett, Thoms: orsham, Sussex, Wine Merchant. Brighton. Pet Sept 12. 

@uiit Ae cha Thomas, Llaniytni ni, Ca onshire, S Bangor. Pet Sept 

iffith, Jo! omas, , Carnarv , Surgeon. r. Pet Sep 

23. Ord Sept 23. Exam Oct 27 at 12.30 

Hawkes, Thomas, Southampton, Watchmaker. Southampton. Pet Sept 22. Ord 
Sept 22. Exam Oct 6 at 12 

Hindley, James. a Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Bolton. Pet 

Sept 24. Ord Sept 24. Exam Oct 15 at 11 

ey Wylam, Gateshead on Tyne, Durham, Undertaker. Newcastle 
on e. Pet t24. Ord Sept 24. Exam Oct7 

Johnson, John William, Gt Grimsby, Fruit Merchant. Gt Grimsby. Pet Sept 
24. Ord Sept 24. Exam Oct 8 at 12 at T Grimsby 

Legge, Thomas Whorlow, Maddox st, Regent. st, Licensed Victualler. High 
Lous. Pet Sept 10. Ord Sept 22. Exam Nov 6 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 

Ss 

Mortis, James, Shelfield, nr Walsall, Grocer. Walsall. Pet Sept 22. Ord Sept 
22. Exam Oct 13 at 11 

Punfield, Frederick, Bristol, Accountant. Bristol. Pet Sept.6. Ord Sept 22. 
Exam 31 at 12 at Guildhall, Bristol 

Purvis, Charles, Beckenham, Kent, Farmer. Croydon. Pet Sept 24. Ord Sept 


Smith, aie Commercial rd, Pimli: th Court. Pet Sept 4 

m2 0 r ico. » Pe 4 

t 22. Exam ov 4at li at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel 

Step Frederick vr, Tonbridge Wells, Stationer. Tonbridge Wells. 
a ay hy Bt Fk ng : gen, Schoolmistress. Hastings. Pet 

s ’s on ; . Pe 

Sept 24. Ord 24. Exam Oct 27 - 

Thomas, James, , Funeral Plume Manufacturer. Manchester. Pet 
Sept 18. Ord 18, Exam Oct 9 at 12.30 

ty eee Builder. Portsmouth. PetSept15. OrdSept16. Exam 


Weaver, Alfred, Betterton st, Long Acre, Fruit Agent. Tigh Court. Pet Sept 
23. Ord it 23. Exam Nov 4 af i1 at $4, Lincoln's inn fi ds 
Hi ket Har' h, Biscuit Manufacturer. 
Leicester. Pet Sept 28. Ord Sept 23. Exam Oct 
uctioneer. Nottingham. Pet Sept 23. Ord 


ORDER FOR Reg red IN ig oe Bess oF Pecneeen pare 
ollard, Charles, Stroud Green Finsbury pk. High Court. Pet June %. 
Ord July 17. Grant Dee7 2 


Barnett, John, Sh rtlands, Bechoohanu, Bullion Oct 8 at 2. Official Receiver 
onn, 0) r. e I ’ 
109, Victoria’ st, Westminster ? S 
np, Francis Armstrong, Hanley, Staffordshire, Boot Maker. Oct 4 at 11.30. 
Official Receiver, N: aleve, pl, Newcastle un 


der Lyme 
B William, 0! tor. Oct 6 at 2.30. Cannon st Hotel 
levy Basford Wott haan, Builder. Oct 3 ot 2. Official Re- 
ote ee 


ottingham 
with ‘ 2 Oct 8 at & 
Oneryood ot Shackerley no iasensecin Teaman. 








rind. 
ct 8, 


nted 
Old 


‘der, 
icial 


ras 

rim- 

.1 
up, 


and 
the 


set. 


nal 


a 


rd 
rd 
rd 


opt 


rd 


tle 
pt 


eh 
nn 





Oct. 4, 1884, 








epmen, Robert, orbs, Lincolnshire, Auctioneer. Oct 3at 12. Official Receiver, 
Lar tg walk, Nottingham 
Uo Crossgate, Durham, Nurseryman. Oct 3 at 2.30. Hat and 
eather a. oor _ 1, Durham 
ham, House Agent. Oct 3 at 11. Official Receiver, 
2%, Colmore row, Bi 


rming 

Fox, MS Sheffield, Butcher. Oct 6 at 11. Official Receiver, Figtree lane, 
Sheffie! 

Grant. Higginson Fayle, Carisbrooke, I.W., Late Bank Manager. Oct 8 at 12. 
Bugle Hotel, Newport, I.W. 

Harms, Hemy, Manchester, Clothier. Oct 7 at 2.30. Official Receiver, St 
Andrew’s chbrs, Park row, Leeds 

Hawkes, Thomas, Southampton, Watchmaker. Oct6at2. Official Receiver, 4, 
East st, Southampton 

Beediey, »Jomenr Pennington, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Oct8at1i. 16, 


Hedspeth: i, George Wylam, Gateshead on Tyne, Durham, Undertaker. Oct7 at 
10.30. ver, County chbrs, won Dee rd, Newcastle on = 

Johnson, es North Walsham, Norf raper. Oct 3 at 3. Official Re- 
ceiver, Queen st, Norwi 


wich 
Jones, James Albert. Wingate rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Coal Merchant. Oct 6 at 11.. 


33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Morris, James, Shelfield, nr Walsall, Grocer. Oct 6 at 3. Official Receiver, Bridge 
Morris, Thomas. “pisses nr Pontypridd, Grocer. Oct 3at12. Official Receiver, 
Punfield, Frederick, Bristol, Accountant. Oct 6 at 3. Official Receiver, Bank 
Cg ei iines, Devon, Smith. Oct3 at 11. Official Receiver, 18, Frankfort st, 


th 
Richardson, James, Leadenhall st, Merchant. Oct6at12. 33, Carey st, Lin- 


Sanderson, James, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Oil Refiner. Oct 3 at 2.30. County 
Court, Blackburn 

Stephens, Frederick William, Tonbridge Wells, Stationer. Oct 6 at 12. Chamber 
of Commerce, 145, Cheapside 

Stevens, Margaret t Anne, St Leonard’s on Sea, Schoolmistress. Oct Sat2. Offi- 
cial Receiver, Townhall chmbrs, Hastings 

Taylor, William, sen., and William Taylor, j jun., Sheffield, Comb Manufacturers. 

ct 6 at 3. Official Receiv er, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
by le, Robert Foster, Long Eaton, Derbyshire, Lace Manufacturer. Oct 4 at 12. 
fiicial Receiver, Exchange walk, Nottingham 
Tull Edwin, Southsea, Builder. Oct 9 at 3. Official Receiver, 166, Queen st, 


Portsea 
Wigley, y, John Betts, Nottingham, Auctioneer. Oct7 at12. Official Receiver, 
Exe ge walk, Nottingham 
Wilson, William, sen., and William Wilson, jun., Gresham st, Silk Merchants. 
Oct7 at 12. 33, Carey st, meee inn 
DJUDICATIONS. 
shi. eee Edward, Lichfield, Seed Merchant. Walsall. Pet Aug 18. 
e 
Bamford, Robert, Ilkeston, Derbyshire, Beerhouse Keeper. Derby. Pet Sept 
10, 
owe, Dal B sent, Cheshire, out of business. Nantwich and Crewe. Pet 
Sept 15. Ord 
Dyer, James, and A Taylor, Chippenham, Wiltshire, Canal Traders. Bath. 
et Sept 6. Ord Sept 
E ary William, B: House Agent. Birmingham. Pet Sept 19. Ord 


Fee. t, A Sheffield, Electro Plate Manufacturer. Sheffield. Pet Sept 22. Ord 


, pt 23 

Fenton, z-pigherd. Kingsland rd, Kingsland, Music Seller. High Court. Pet Sept 
23. pt 24 

Gibson, Le Bridlington, Yorkshire, Cattle Dealer. Scarborough. Pet Sept 8. 


rd Sept 
— "Charles Edward, Gloucester, Baker. Gloucester. Pet Aug 16. Ord 
crit John Thomas, Lianllyfni, Carnarvon, Surgeon. Bangor. Pet Sept 23. 


arom PF item, Wypberton, Lincolnshire, Miller. Boston. Pet Sept 1. Ord 
Hemius, Bp morn Erdington, Warwickshire, Farmer. Birmingham. Pet Sept 
pa cong emery —— High Ray Wine par FO agg Pet Aug 
Maris, Thomas, Pentre, near Pontypridd, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet Sept 19. 


mene Cort 
etoes am, S East Moulsey, Surrey, Architect. Kingston, Surrey. Pet 


Plant, Thomas, Cheadle, Staffordshire, Innkeeper. Stoke upon Trent and Long- 
ton. Pet Aug 30. Ord Sept 22 
Preston, cm Oxford, Tailor. Oxford. PetSept10. Ord Sept 12 
Thomas, James, Manchester, Funeral Plume ufacturer. Manchester. Pet 
Septi8. Ord a wed 
, Edwin, Southsea, Builder. Portsmouth. PetSept15. Ord Sept 16 
Varty, Richard, Leatherhead, Surrey, Agricultural r. Croydon. Pet 


‘ aces nd Sept 90 
Weodbetdge m Henry, Exeter, Corn Factor. Exeter. Pet Sept 9. Ord 
pt 24 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Viney, _—— Chilmark, Wilts, Beerhouse Keeper. Salisbury. Adjud June 16. 


Annul Sept 12 
TUESDAY, Sept. 30, 1884. 
RE 0 


CEIVING ORDERS. 
Anis, he Cromer, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. Norwich. Pet Sept 15. Ord 
Sept 26 xam Oct 14 at ite at Shirehall, Norwich Castle 
Barkshire, James, Reading, Watch Maker. Reading. Pet Sept 26. Ord Sept 26. 
Exam Oct 23 at 2 at ‘Astle Courts, Reading 
haloner, George Henry, York, Boot Dealer. York. Pet Sept 27. Ord Sept 27. 


xam Oct 15 
mt Jobe ‘Blyth, +» Cinfertond, Gloucestershire, Draper. Gloucester. Pet Sept 13. 
4 


nsee, ehtend, B Bristol, Newspaper Proprietor. Frome. Pet Sept18. Ord Sept 
-% "Exam Oct 18 at 12 
, Thomas James Saomente, Sandon rd, Staffordshire Fae. Stafford. 
Pet Sept 24. Ord Sept 27 Exam Nov 5 at 12 at Shirehall, Staff 
Doughty, Edward, Penkridge, Staffordshire, Shoe Dealer. Seatend. Pet Sept 
24. Ord Sept 27. Exam Nov 5 at 12 at Shirehall, Stafford. 
Court. Pet Sept 


Farnan, Henry, Osbaldston rd, Stoke Newington er. 
%. Ord Sept'25. Exam Nov 7 at 11 at 34, omy DFE. fiel 
Forbes, James, Shoreditch High st eae, High Court. Pet Sept 20. Ord 
¢ 26. Exam Noy 7 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fi 
Precuma, ' Thames, , Nottingham, Biater Nottinebem. Pet Sept 26. Ord Sept 
Fricker, Thomas, St Andrew’s, Uxbridge, Salesman at Leadenhall Market. High 
Court. Pet Sept 26. Ord Se Nov 7 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
. High C Couit, Pet Sept 
Butcher, Cardiff, Pet Sept 26. 


pt 26. 
Green st, Park lane, 


George Ww, 
10. Ord 27. Exam 7 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 
winy Bic M: organshire, 


aesteg, Glam 
. Exam Oct 16 at 12.30 
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Josten, Porth, Goeth Sette, Ree ae ewidiste et "Renn. 
Sept 25. Ord Sept 25. 


Oct 7 
Klein, Alexander, Guilford Court. Pet 
Sept 9. Ord Sept 26. Reverse te fee busine eae 
Li mb, aa n Francis, ee a Kidderminster. Pet 


ay 8 Exam 
ee Thomas h, Coldharbour lane, sang, Conner, Salts Solicitor’s Articled Clerk. 
wilds One Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 25. Exam Nov 13 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


, Boot Factor. Salisbury. Pet Sept 26. 


carl . Exam Oct 10 at 11.30 
Mills, J Mhsney ey! Paha, Ona. Wolverhampton. Pet Sept 25. Ord 


N si eee ca orpe, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Gt Grimsby. Pet Sep 
Oct #1 at 12 at Townhall, Gt Grimsby 
Nevman, Charles. B oh, teens eee Bristol. Pet Septii. OrdSept 


Onten t Guildhall, Bristol 
Paran, Henri, Milk st, Manufacturers’ Cos. Pet July 23. Ord 


Sept 26. Exam Nov 138 at 11 at fa Lincoi’e fs inn 
Pike. Charles, Eling, Hampshire, Builder. Southampton. Pet Aug 29. Ord 
Sept 34, Bean Ss ane iimningh Bo. “ie 
Reaves, m James, B am, Paper Box Maker. Birmingham. 
Sept 27. Ord Sept 27. en: dl 
Reynolds. John. Maesyewmmer, M Ironfounder. Newport (Mon), 
et Sept 26. Ord Sept 26. Exam Oct Oct 14 at 11 
Shemilt, William, Brewood, Staffo' paneness Pieaaien. Wolverhampton. 


Pet Sept _O.d Sept 25. Exam Oct 2 
Smith, Foun, jun, Birmingham, Gammel Factor. Birmingham. Pet Sept 27, 
Ord Se: Exam Oct 17 


Townes. Williams Uleeby, Lincoln: Grocer. Gt Grimsby. Pet Sept 27. 
rd Sept 27. Exam Oct 21 at 12 at St ne 4 

Thomas, ci Birmiogham, Grocer. Birmingham. Pet Sept 27. Ord Sept 27. 

17 


hton, Restaurant Proprietor. Brighton. Pet Sept 20. Ord 
Sept 26. e> t 16 at 12 
Wardill, Francis, Bridlington, Yorkshire, Painter. Scarborough. Pet Sept 25, 
Ord t+ 25. Exam Oct 21 at 12 
Wormald, James, Whitley Upper, nr Huddersfield, Publican. Huddersfield, 
Pet Sept 25. Pet Sept 25. on Oct 24 at 11 


First MEETINGS. 
Barry, nt, Card Cardiff, Ironmonger. Oct 9 at 3. Official Receiver, 2, Bute 
crescen 
Berry, Jonathan, West Grinstead, Sussex, Farmer. Brighton. Oct 8 at 2.30. 


160, North st, Brighton 
Binko, Henry Bock, Roscoe st, Bunhill row, Finsbury, Chemical Manufacturer. 
Oct 10 at 1. 83, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

, Thomas, Burscough Junction, nr Ormskirk, Lancasbire, Builder. Oct 10 

at 2,’ Official Receiver, Lisbon bldgs, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Ofte Arthur poke ey Bear alley, Farringdon st, Engraver. Oct10at12. 33, 
Cok Jolin Bl , pg ey Gloucestershire, Draper. Oct 9 at 4.15. Mr. 

‘ollins’s, 

“Edward, Warminster, Wiltshire, Printer. Oct 8 at 1245. Official Re- 


Cusse, Edw: 
ceiver, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

Butcher. Octi4at3. 9, The Square, Shrewsbury 

Fee, John, Sheffield, Electro Plate Manufacturer. Oct 8at11. Official Receiver, 


Evera!'l, Thomas Peter, Salop 

ees lane, eet ae 

Gilbert, Henry Pomeroy, Alfred st, Duncan terr, Islington, Retired Commander. 
Oct ii at 11. The Castle of Exeter, Exeter 

Gravett, Thomas, Horsham, Sussex, Wine ‘Merchant. Oct 13 at 2.30. Chamber 
of Commerce, Cheapside 

Griffith, ++ ohn fhomas, Lianllyfni, Carnarvonshire, Surgeon. Oct 10 at 11. Royal 


Hotel, ©: 
Ham, 4 Albert Fe Felix, King’s rd, Chelsea, Draper. Oct9 ati. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
n’s in 
Hood, Franklin, _ Soarhorongh. Engineer. Oct 8 at 12. Official Receiver, 74, 
Newborough s pee | 
Hopkins, William, rd, Oilman. Oct10ati1. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
iun 
J —— John William, Gt Grimsby, Fruit Merchant. Oct7atii. Hull Incor- 
rated Law , Lincoln’s inn bl Bowlaliey lane, Hull 
J orden, Patrick, South Shiel Pumatgne . Oct7 at 2. Official Receiver, 
chbrs, Westgate rd. Newcastle on Tyne 
omas Joseph, Cold Harbour oy Solicitor’s Articled Clerk. 
Pe a0 Sees? Sh Ae 
Mill Salisbury, Boot Factor. Oct 10 at 11. Official Re- 


Salis’ 
Mills, John, Spring 1 Willenhall, Lock Manufacturer. Oct9 at1i1. Official 
Receiver, St Peter’s Close, ‘Wolverham: 
Morris, John, and Co, Lombard st, ° kers, Oct 13 at 11. 83, Carey st, 
Newnan, Chariot, Br Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Oct 9 at 12. Official Receiver, 
Pike ee "Hampshire, Builder. Oct 8at2. Official Receiver's Office, 
nthampto: 
ward, Bl are tanned st Without, Egg Merchant. Octidati. 33, 
Ironfounder. Oct 10 at 12. 
Estate Broker. Oct 8 at 2. 
Victualler. Oct 9 at 10. 
18atii. Official Receiver, 
. Oct Dat 11. 33, Carey st, 
cis, Bri Yorkshire, Painter. Oct 8 at 11.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, 74, New ewborough st, 
Weaver, Alfred, Betterton st, Long Acre, Commission Agent. Oct 13 at12. 33, 
Whiteh 2 me Church Market pe Hestorengh, Biscuit Maker. 
ead, Thomas 
Oct 7 at 3. Official Recetas, 28, Drier bane, Lek 


Wormald, James, Whitley Upper, nr Huddersfield. ‘Publican. Oct 9 at 3. Official 
Receiver, New st, Hud 








, 34, 
Alexander, 


’ 






Waitt, Andrew 
Lincoln’s inn 
Wi Fran 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Alen, Haney, Bis Birmingham, Britannia Metal Worker. Birmingham. Pet Aug 
Barton, Char! = , Cardiff, Baker. Cardiff. Pet 20. 
Bates, Alfred, Bardon, Warwickshire, W Watch Finisher” Goventey: + Sept 
Delt, Richard Heusy, Povteheost, Kautaghin, Chis Denies, High Court. 
Biges, qaubert, Hicliowey nf, Vanenen, High Court. Pet Aug 30. Ord 
Comnola Wifes: Hast, eneestie on Zyan, Jeweller’s Assistant. Newcastle 
on Tyne. Pet Sept 2. 26 
Davie George, Alberts, Ry 's park, Betting Man, High Court, Pet July 
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Gotobed, William, Chigwell, Essex, Baker. 
Hammond, James, Hertingfordbury, Herts, 
Ord Sept 26 


Hindley, James, Pennington, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. 


Sept 24. Ord Sept 27 


H Joseph, Edwin Sheard, Thomas Hepworth, and George Oates, Thornhill, 
oe Woollen Manufacturers. Dowsbeary., Pet Sept 18. Ord Sept 27 
Scarborough. Pet Sept 2. Ord 
ylam, Gateshead, Durham, Undertaker. 
mS. Sept 
hawk td Shepherd’s Bush, Builder. High Court. Pet 


Grazie pan, Kingston, Surrey, Builders. 


Hood. ‘Franklin, 


Pet Sept 24. C 


Scarborough, Engineer. 


James, (to) 
June 20. Ord Sept ms 

Kent, Thomas Henry, i vt ag 
Kingston, Surrey. Pe Ord Se 

Mason, Thomas 


High Court. Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 25 


Matthews, Matthew, Woolwich, Butcher. 


Chelmsford. Pet Sept 1. Ord Sept 26 
Innkeeper. Hertford. Pet Sept 11. 


Joseph, Cold Harbotr lane, , eS Solicitor’s Articled Clerk. 
Greenwich. Pet Sept 18. Ord 
Metiics, William, Thomas Henry Matthews, and William John Matthews, 


t 9. Na ee Ag 
Stan 


Bolton. Pet Sept 3. 


Birmingham. 
Wardill, Francis, Bri 
Ord Sept 26 


Bradford, Joiner. 
Wainwright, John KE k- pf tT Geome Sale, Bins 


, William. Ramsay, Deptford, Kent, Retired Colonel. Greenwich. Pet 
he gore | Charles, Kingsland rd, rerorene High Court. Pet 


Bradford. +10. Ord Se 


=e Watch 3 TE 
m, OF een ee Painter. Scarborough. Pet Sept 25. 





Newcastle on 





advertisement. Sept 27. p. 
Oct 9.—Messrs. INMAN 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Oct. 9.—Messrs. Driver & Co., at Lianelly, at 3 p.m., Freehold Estate (see 


792). 
& GTON, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold 


HARP & HARRIN 
Ground Rents (see advertisement, Sept. 27, p. 792). 








Mottin, James, Shaticla, ar Waleall: Grocer” Walsell. Pet Sept 22. Ord CONTENTS. 
Newnan, Charles, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Bristol. Pet Sept 11. Ord | CURRED Tet Dp casse-Mowey 10 oe Cases Op rut Wit wssvreesssss rot 
Peek em Cooper, Cait, Colliery Agent: Onrdit. Pot Ang 12. Ord! corgi no Bax Takes vv.cccsee 10 | OOMPAMIRS toncccsccecascccose 18 
“aero e*Pet Aug 3. Ord Septs0 Peckham, Wine Merchant. | LEGISLATION OF THB YRAB-+** °°-:, 190. PUBLIO GENERAL Stavorss. 


ward Kay, Eardley crescent, i Kensington, Newspaper Corres- 


pendent. van Court. Pet May 15. Ord 


William, oan, nr Bradford, Yorkshire, Maltster. 


1. Ord Sept 24 








Bradford. Pet Sept 
crtions 


The Editor does not hold himself responsible for the return of rejected eouliiens ia 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATIN A | | 


Rese Peete Cove or Chocolate Pow: 
Guaranteed Soluble Coens of the roe Quality | 
with the excess of fat e 
ounce .. = Fa most nutritious, per- 
beverage f reakfast, Luncheon, or 
and inyalnable for Invalide and Children. 
commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Bent without —, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
palates keeps for pew in all climates, and is four 


tei 


faeee the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED | 


» &c., and Im REALITY CHEAPER than such | 


Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful | 

to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
Cocoatiwa 4 La Vantiiz is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolaie, and may be taken when 

: richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at is. 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and | 
Grocers. 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 

H. Scuwnzrrztz & Co,,10 Adam-st., Strand, london, W. 


LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND | 
Founded 1838 for Life Assurance and Annuities. 
- 


ANNUALREVENUE *. ; 

LOANS made on Freeholds, ‘Leaiinoti, and other | 
Securities, including terests, an: ute or | 
Contingent Reversions. Loans upon Reversions are 
made at annual interest, or in consideration of a 


London: 5, Lombard-street, and 123, Pall Mall; 
Edinburgh : 82, Princes-street. 


PERILS ABOUND ON EVERY SIDE. 


THE RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY, 


64, CORNHILL, 
Insures against Aczidents of all kinds, on Land or 


TED CAPITAL, 
LARGEST INCOME, 
s Yearly 
pea tr oy OF COMPENSATION 
en ssurance Com: 
:>—-HARVEY M. FARQUHAR, Esa. 


Apply to the Clerks at + the Railway Stations, the 
Local Agents, or 
West-end Office :—8, Granp Hore BurtprNas, 
Carine Cross 


Oratthe — 
Head Office :—64, CORNHILL. LONDON, E.C. 
WILLIAM J. VIAN, Secretary. 











N OBtHEEN ASSURANCE COMPANY 
Established 1836, 
FIRE AND LIFE. AT HOME AND ABROAD. 
Loxpos: 1, hie oo Ts AsEgpErN: 3, 
eis INCOME & & FUNDS (1888) = 
Interest... oe eos . oe 124,000 
Accumulated Funds oe es ec £2,890,000 
Tse COMMERCIAL UNION ASSUR- 
ANCE Since FIRE, LIFE, MARINE. 








in al ‘Trust for Life Policy. : 
ieee niecdaucse. reessarseree | $12,000 


FUNDS UPWARDS Or TWO 


MILLIONS. 
pre igen 3) Income exceeds .: 1,005,000 


Vie fs apr 19 axy 20, CORNHILL, LONDON,E,C 
+ 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W, 


| lives, 





EDE AND SON, 
ROBE SBA MAKERS, | W 


BY “a | APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench ch Corporation o of London &e. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERP. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peac 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 


‘UN FIRE AND LIFE OFFICES, 
‘ Threadneedle-street, E.C. ; Charing Cross, 8.W. ; 
Oxford-street (corner of Vere- street), W. 
FIRE. ew tae reg Be 1710. 
rances at moderate 
LIFE. Established ‘Tsi0. Specially low rates for young 
Large bonuses. Immediate settlement of claim 


+ eo ae 1851, 
B I nF KBEOCK BA 





Home and Foreign Insu- 





AN Re aad 
buildi Chancery-lane. 
according to the usual practice 
Interest allowed on the minimum 


monthly balances whee not drawn below £50. Nocom- 
mission charged for keeping {—_. The Bank also 








receives money on Deposit at per Cent. Interest, 
Customers, “free of charge, the custody of Deeds; Writings, 
oO 
-_ ee area nge Re mgm Aa a gh a 
ill o xc he 
purchase an Py of Stocks ‘and Shares, Lenaere of 
Credit and Oireear — cr me 
A Pamphlet, with 
FRANG BAVENSORO if 


3ist March, 1880, 
Ki HAN’S LL WHISKY, 








INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Pure, Mild 
and Mellow, Delicious and very Wholesome. 
Universally recommended by the Profession 


INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. 
The Cream of Old Irish Whiskies, 


fq INAHAN'S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, 
Paris Exhibition, 1678; Dublin Exhibition, 1865 








MEMORY & SUCCESS. 


HAT contributes greatly to egy t 
A good memory. 
T always causes failure in we 4 
A bad memory 
| a is indispensable to every Lady and Gentle. 
man, Student, Chemist, Physician, Merchant, 
Lawyer, Manufacturer, Farmer, &e.? 
good memory. 
ws oer one obtain from PROFESSOR 
LOISBITE A good memory—the Physiologi- 
cal Art of Serer Forgetting—wholly unlike Mne- 
caguite. een book — mastered in one reading 
poet sree giving oO} intone on Mr. 
RIG RD AP OTOR, Dr WILSON, 
Clergymen, and others who have pms ont the o Aaa 
Great inducements to eee Cc 


ae ever-forge' ” and for cure of “Mind-wander 

ing” in all ay , noe the world.—Private Lessons—Day 
om Breniny Classes—Lectures in Families of the 
Nobility and Gen 


Professor LOIS 'E, 37, NEW OXFORD-STREET 
Lonpon. 


a 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
Pe FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
iharges, House Pro; and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
&.C., or will be sent by post in return for two stamps.— 
‘or insertion should be received not later _ 

four days previous to the end of the preceding month. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA. 
The Medical Profession for over Forty Years have ap 
proved of this pure solution as the best remedy for 


ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE 
GOUT and INDIGESTION 


And as the safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, 
Ladies, Children, and Infants, 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESTA. 


HODGKINSON & CO.’S 


HAND-MADE BRIEF, FOOLSCAP, 
and other PAPERS. 
THE MOST SUITABLE FOR SOLICITORS 

















the Gold M 
20, Great Titchfeld-street, London, W. 


Can be obtained through all Stationers. 








PEA RS’ 


SOAP. 


PURE, FRAGRANT, REFRESHING. 
Siz -ERASMUS WILSON, late President of the College of 


Surgeons of England, writes : 


—‘*PEARS’ SOAP is of the nicest 


and most careful manufacture, and the most refreshing and agreeable 


of balms for the skin.” 
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